Chapter III:  Alternatives to Power Politics
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Liberalism is, in large part, a reaction to realism – it is as much a theory as a description, and much more normative then positive (compared with realism)

I.  Traditional Liberal Critiques


Why can’t states act in community, instead of as selfish actors?


Three alternative frameworks; feminism, postmodernism, and peace studies

Four major Critiques of Realism


More then power:  order (non-anarchy) emerges from norms and laws as well 



Example:  test ban treaties, human rights laws


Complexity of States:  States are not unitary actors



Example:  U.S./European relations


Rationality:  not all mistakes are miscalculations;  some are just plain stupid



Example:  The Arab/Israeli conflict


The military:  is not the be all and end all of IR



Example:  Nuclear Weapons

Rationality


At its core, liberalism has a very different concept of rationality then does realism, it is a much more complex and nuanced view.  


Liberals assume a long-term time horizon is possible (and preferable), i.e. that states can and should forgo immediate advantages for long term gains


Indeed, belief in the benefits of war is itself irrational.


Example:  nukes;  nukes don’t prevent war, it is not rational to use them (or to war);  thus when war does happen, nukes will be used if they exist.

Power:


The power to compel others to do what they would not otherwise do



The power of the bully


The power to accomplish desired ends



The power of the persuasive

II:  Neo-Liberalism


A new conception of regulating conflict; through institutions and norms

Grants realism many of its core principles

But does not think conflict is the inevitable result of those assumptions

States want to, and often do, pursue their long-term interests


And international institutions can help them to do so, thus avoiding war



Norms, expectations, verification processes, arbitration systems, etc.


In the PD Game, create ways to achieve the preferred cooperation outcome



Reciprocity in repeated games creates a self-enforcing system of rules



True for international security (just war)

 and international political economy (trade)


International organizations can regulate issues, and combined with reciprocity,

can create conditions of long term peace

Collective goods


How to obtain the gains of collective (public) goods in a state of anarchy?



Collective goods;  a good that everybody benefits from

Non rival and (possibly) non excludable



The free-rider problem when there is no government


Example: Beggar-thy-neighbor in trade policies, Kyoto and global warming


Small groups coordinate easier



Detecting defectors, collective cost of free-riders, and easier
enforcement mechanisms; plus transaction costs are lowered



Examples:  G8 vs. WTO, NATO vs. Security Council
International Regimes


Conflicts often about contradictory interpretations of issues,

not fundamental issues


International regimes allow expectations to converge; fewer misinterpretations

International regimes increase transparency 


Theory of regimes has been criticized as “fuzzy”



But most Int. Regimes are about regulating power relationships…




A realist type assumption


Regimes do not constrain states, they give them additional possibilities



Regimes facilitate states in solving collective goods problems

Hegemonic Stability Theory


Since Int. Regimes depend on states for enforcement, hegemony helps them


Examples:  Pax Britannica, U.S. post WWII



What sort of Hegemonic power enforces the rules?


HST predicts free trade, open order states are the hegemonic power



Causality question – free trade leads to great power?




Or great powers favor free trade….



HST theory is widely questioned


Regimes can survive the fall of the hegemonic power that established them 

Collective Security


How can the powers of the world unite to stop any one aggressor?


Kant:  since all previous treaties failed eventually, and war resumed,

Lets form a federation of states that could unite to punish aggression 


After WWI, this approach was tried, the League of Nations


After WWII, it was tried again, the United Nations (see chapter 7)


Collective security relies on two assumptions



States will keep their commitments



States agree on what constitutes aggression


In post War years, collective secutity existed twice, NATO and Warsaw pact



Both cases, Hegonomic powers maintained it


Since 1991, applied to Kuwait, and sorta to Bosnia



Not Chechnya, Rwanda, Burma, etc.
III:  Feminist Theory


Basically, the idea that gender matters.  The gender makeup of society is important, the Gender makeup of its leadership is important.  

Example:  Realism assumes that the world is Anarchic, could it just be that the male world is anarchic?


Feminists ask that this question be addressed, we can understand IR theory better if we understand the people who manage it better.


Additionally, Feminists challenge traditional concepts of gender as well



Why can’t women be warriors?  Why can’t men be nurturers?


Beyond agreeing that gender is important, little agreement at present

Three main strands of Feminist theory


Difference Feminism:  Women are different, and need to be valorized



Each gender has its strengths and weaknesses, address them



Including women in IR would change the system


Liberal Feminism:  No essential difference, gender is a social construct




Women are excluded due to social conditioning


Women should not be excluded,

though their inclusion would not change the system


Postmodern Feminism:  Differences important, but also arbitrary and flexible
Difference Feminism

The Masculinity of Realism


Girls and boys are raised by mothers…



Girls learn about similarities, boys about differences


Boys learn autonomy, girls learn connectedness



Boys fear intimacy, girls fear abandonment


Moral Reasoning:  Boys and Girls bring these worldviews with them as adults



Boys argue about the rules of the game;  keep playing



Girls will abandon a disputed game, to maintain the group



Girls form longer friendships, boys break them easier


Realism is based on the idea of states and independent; stresses anarchy



Assumes that interconnectedness is of secondary importance


Thus a less conflictual theory of the world


The logic of war is not autonomous, it is connected with econ, etc.


In Difference Feminism, Neo-Liberalism is a step backwards…

it accepts the masculine concepts of separateness, that are in fact false

Gender in War and Peace


Men are inherently more warlike, thus realism universalizes a male trait



Anthropology confirms the warlike part, anyway



Feminists differ on the role of biology vs. culture in this trait


Thus, since men are more warlike, women must be more peaceful



Evidence for this among female leaders is slim…


Women’s peace organizations as a counterweight to war making



Lysistrata (Aristophanes)



Suffragette movements, the Gender Gap

Liberal Feminism

Women in IR


Liberal feminists are skeptical of the above


Women can play the game just as well as men can


The game is the game, it is not a gender construct


The main problem with women not being in IR is the waste of talent


When in power they act as do men 



The self-selection problem…


Examples:  Margaret Thatcher, Indira Gandhi, 


Overall, no clear trends

Women in the Military


Again, not having them in it is a waste of talent


The Joan of Arc argument (fallacy?)


Currently, 14% of U.S. military is female



Logistics and support, vs. front-line combat


Women as front line soldiers


Men as soldiers w/women



Same arguments used against integration (race matters)


Women as targets in the military



Different treatment when captured (by both sides)



Targeting civilians – byproduct of war, or deliberate policy

Post-Modernist Feminism

Assessing Difference and Liberal Feminism


The Bell curve argument



Strong differences at the tails (difference feminism),
but not in the center (Liberal Feminism)



Women, as a group, differ, but as individual leaders not much



Evidence:  opinion polls (groups), Thatcher (Leader)



Thus, only if women predominate, would the system look different



Tough to prove…

IV: Post-Modernism and Post-Modern Feminism


Post-Modernism is a much more fundamental assault on IR

Post-modernism argues that there is no single, objective reality, rather multiple perspectives, each as valid as any other, each thus creating its own reality.  

We interpret the world through words, but the words are never complete


The real meaning, and it’s subtext, is what is important

Post-Modernism and IR


The concept of the unitary state is nonsense.



States don’t exist, they are not tangible, real things



States is how we describe how a large number of people are acting



But in reality, those people all have individual goals and perspectives




So there are multiple realities and meanings beneath “states”




Example:  the collapse of the Soviet Union

IR is thus unrealistic, because it neglects the subtext



Unitary states aren’t, non-great powers, MNCs are not states



Feminist theory and the “male bias” (an un-named gender construct)


Realists claim to be simplifying to creating a simple, coherent model,

that is objective, universal, and accurate (and predictive), 


Post-modernists counter that it is none of those things, rather

it is a way for some powerful actors to promote their own interests


Postmodernists want to celebrate the diversity of experiences in IR,

rather then simplifying and categorizing them

Post-Modernist Feminist Critique


Challenges archetypes of “warriors” and “protected”

Explores more deeply, not just what diplomats do, but what their wives do


Explores the sexuality of guns, “Penetrating, potent weapons that explode” 

Enola Gay, and Fat Boy

By looking at the sexual drive, and how it interplays with weapon use, new insight is gained.  A radically new agenda to explore the world with


Or not….

Constructivism


An attempt to create a positive post-modernist IR theory


How we use language and norms “construct” us


Liberals state that norms help states to achieve their (selfish) goals


Constructivists state norms help construct what the goals are


While Post-Modernism attacks simple models of a state-run world… 



Constructivists attack simple models of what state interests are

V:  Peace Studies
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